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EGz5 ROCK Y FLATS

EG&G ROCKY FLATS INC
ROCKY FLATS PLANT P O BOX 464 GOLDEN COLORADO 80402 0464 (303) 966 7000

March 14 1994 94 RF-02972

Timothy Reeves
Environmental Restoration Division
DOE/RFO

REVIEW OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY S (EPA) OPERABLE UNIT
(OU) 1 EXTENSION REQUEST LETTER - RZH 009 94

On March 2 1994 EPA faxed the Department of Energy/Rocky Flats Office (DOE/RFOQ) a
letter responding to DOE s request for an extension to the Interagency A_Igreement milestone
dates for OU 1 The Environmental Engineenng and Technology (EE&T) group of EG&G
Rocky Flats Inc reviewed the EPA response and i1s concerned that EPA deleted several
necessary steps required to prepare a professional defensible document EE&Ts
concerns are listed below

it is EG&G s internal policy that all pnmary documents undergo a quality assurance
review before documents are issued to DOE EPA proposed to delete this step for
Technical Memorandum 11 and for the Corrective Measures Study/Feasibility Study
report Thirty working days were deleted from the schedule for this process This time
should be added back into the schedule

DOE s Headquarters Document Review Protocol was used in preparing the schedule
This document specifies that schedules should reflect adequate time for DOE
Headquarters to review draft and final versions of a document EPA deleted the second
DOE review cycle

The dates for the Proposed Plan Responsiveness Summary and CAD/ROD should
be target dates only unless early agreement can be reached on review pernods and the
public comment period For instance will EPA and CDH reviews of the proposed plan
and CAD/ROD be limited to 20 days? The public oomment period to 30 days”?
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